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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 27-35 are pending in this office action, claims 33-35 are newly added. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on January 
31 , 2008, has been entered. 

3. Applicant's arguments, filed January 31 , 2008, are moot in view of the new 
ground of rejection. 

Claim Rejections 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 27-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bradford et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,612,928) in view of Griswold et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,629,591). 



Application/Control Number: 10/040,603 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2136 

Regarding claims 27 and 30 , Bradford teaches a gaming device/method 
comprising: 

• A gaming terminal, configured for playing at least a first game (fig. 16, col. 10, 
lines 21-22, and col. 33, lines 51-65); 

• A data storage device for carrying by a game player (col. 32, lines 28-32); 

• A reader for receiving data from said data storage device carried by a game 
player (fig. 1, ref. num 104, col. 10 lines 36-40, and col. 32, lines 26-32); 

• A button for pressing by a game player as a part of said game (fig. 16, ref. num 
1604, col. 10, line 29, and col. 33, lines 51-65); 

• A biometric device for measuring biometric data of the game player by sensing 
said biometric data directly through said button as it is pressed by the game 
player (fig. 16, ref. num 1606/1608/1626, col. 33, lines 27-29, and col. 34, lines 
21-29); 

• Said terminal carrying a comparator for comparing the parameters of the game 
player's biometric data sensed through the button with parameters obtained from 
biometric data received from said data storage device carried by the game 
player, for player identification (col. 32, lines 26-32 and col. 35, lines 4-13). 

Bradford does not teach said data storage device containing biometric data of the 
game player or said terminal comparing the sensed biometric data with biometric data 
directly obtained from data storage device carried by the game player, without 
involving a remote access database in the comparison, for player identification. 
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Griswold et al. teaches said data storage device containing biometric data of the 
game player (col. 8, lines 22-35, the biometric is stored on the token); and said terminal 
comparing the sensed biometric data with biometric data directly obtained from data 
storage device carried by the game player, without involving a remote access 
database in the comparison, for player identification (fig. 4 and col. 8, line 46 through 
col. 9, line 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine storing biometrics on a smart card and comparing the 
stored biometrics of the smart card with sensed biometrics, as taught bv Griswold et al. , 
with the device/method of Bradford . It would have been obvious for such modifications 
because a fingerprint verification unit for verifying user biometrics on the card eliminates 
the need to store personal information on a central server (see col. 8, lines 29-35 of 
Griswold et al.). 

Regarding claims 28 and 31 . Bradford as modified by Griswold et al. teaches in 
which the data storage device is a smart card, comprising a microprocessor (see fig. 2 
of Griswold et al.). 

Regarding claims 29 and 32 , Bradford as modified by Griswold et al. teaches in 
which the biometric data is the game player's fingerprint (see col. 32, lines 42-46 of 
Bradford). 
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Claims 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bradford et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,612,928) in view of Griswold et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,629,591), and further in view of Cumbers (U.S. Patent No. 6,554,705). 

Regarding claim 33 , Bradford as modified by Griswold et al. teaches all the 
limitations of claim 30, above. However, Bradford as modified by Griswold et al. does 
not teach including the step of storing the measured biometric data of the game player 
in the event that the players biometric data sensed through the button does not match 
the biometric data parameters directly obtained from the data storage device carried by 
the game player. 

Cumbers teaches including the step of storing the measured biometric data of 
the game player in the event that the players biometric data sensed through the button 
does not match the biometric data parameters directly obtained from the data storage 
device carried by the game player (fig. 4, the stored biometrics are compared and if 
known as an intruder, authorities are alerted). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine storing the sensed biometrics if the comparison does 
not match, as taught by Cumbers , with the method of Bradford/Griswold et al. It would 
have been obvious for such modifications because the stored biometric can be later 
used to catch a potential thief. 
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Regarding claim 34 , Bradford as modified by Griswold et al ./Cumbers teaches 
including the step of not storing the biometric data of the game player if the game 
players biometric data sensed through the button matches the biometric data 
parameters directly obtained from the data storage device (see fig. 4, the stored 
biometrics are compared and if no known intrusions or illegal activity, the information is 
deleted from the file, ref. num 130 of Cumbers). 

Regarding claim 35 , Bradford as modified by Griswold et al ./Cumbers teaches all 
the limitations of claims 30, 33, and 34, above. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRANDON S. HOFFMAN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3863. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser G. Moazzami can be reached on 571-272-4195. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Brandon S Hoffman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2136 



